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APPENDIX 
TO THE 1 
PLEA for INFANTS. 
HERE is to be found among us, 
a Sect or Party of Chriſtians, who 


es Hes are very apt to expreſs Aſtoniſh- 
LS] 1TEX ment, becauſe all who call them- 


CAT 
Mind in that very peculiar thing in which they 
differ, or by which they are diſtinguiſhed, 
This, every one may eaſily come to the Know- 
ledge of, who for any time is in free Conver- 
ation with an Antipædobaptiſt; for let him be the 
beſt natur'd Man, or of the moſt generous Prin- 
ciples, ia all other Regards, he can hardly ever 
forbear expreſſing ſome unſeemly degree. of 
Warmth, if his particular Opinion is debated. 
Nor can he publickly defend his Peculiarity, 
without being in great danger of loſing his 
Temper, and calling in queſtion either the Ca- 
pacity, or Integrity of all his diſſenting Brethren, 


B Adult 
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Adult Baptiſm is fo clear a Point, and Infant 
Baptiſm ſo dark and ridiculous a one, that be 
preſently is convuls'd with Indignation, and 
declaims with more than Apoſtolical Authority, 


Now altho it muſt be own'd that Truth does 
not always fide with Numbers, or take up ber 
dwelling with the Majority, yet it ſeems ſome- 
what wonderful, that ſhe ſhould only have ſo 
. ſmall an handful of Advccates, among the many 
Parties and Sects that make up the Chriſtian 
World. Nor only ſo, but it is amazing that 
this particular Feature of hers, ſhould differ ſo 
widely in its Effects upon its Admirers, even as 
to produce an unhallowed, an uncharitable Zeal 
in every individual, in proportion to the At- 
tachment he has for it ! For ſcarce any exception 
will lie againſt this Obſervation. | 


Hence, One would be tempted to conclude, 
either that /g Calviniſm was a Truth, and 
that truly none but a very /mall fend of the hu- 
man Race were elected or choſen of God; 


and that accordingly the Bulk of Mankind ate 


-judicially blinded, and ſo rendred unable to diſ- 
cern the plaineſt and moſt important Truths; 
viz. that of Adult Baptiſm, together with the 
Plunging, 1. e. /aving Application of Water! 
Or, that if this be not the Caſe, that Immerſion 
has ſome Phylical Influence on the Blood or 
Spirits. For why ſo feveriſh a Flow, whenever 
this view of the Rite is call'd in queſtion ? Or, 
whenever a Defence is attempted ? What elſe 
can we conclude, w.jen we hear Men fo angry 
1 with 
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with Arguments drawn from the Abrabamic 
Covenant, in vindication of Infant Baptiſin, 
as to deny at there ever was any ſuch Cove- 
nant made with Abraham ! and that Plunging 
is ſo far from being a mere Mode, that it is of 
the Nature and Eſſence of Baptiſm. 


Jam aware ſome will be ready to ſay, that 
two Diſcourſes lately publiſhed, on the Subject 
| of Poſitive Inſtitutions is an Exception, nor 
would I be guilty of detracting from the Cha- 
rater, and Merit of the worthy Author. Never- 
theleſs, I muſt take the Liberty to make ſome 
Remarks, as an Appendix to the Plea for Infants, 


And I ſhall begin with Pofirrve Inſtitutions, 
concerning which, I find, that in Order to deter 
and diſſuade from a Negle& and Contempt of 
Peſitive Commands from plauſible Arguments, 
this is given as an Example, vig. That the 
« abſolute Neceſſity of the one, and the manifeſt 
« Inferiority and Subſerviency of the other, is 
« manifeſt Unrighteouſneſs and Injuſtice towards 
* God . Which Example, can only be de- 
fended, from Men's making this a Reaſon of 
their wilful Neglect of the Poſitive Inſtitution ; 
for if it ſhould be underſtood, as expreſſing 
falſe Ideas of the Diſtinction between Pofitzve 
Commands, and Moral Righteouſneſs, the Ex- 
ample is then itſelf a falſe Example, and delu- 
five; for herein is the true diſtinction between 


Poſitive Commands, and Moral Righteouſneſs ; 


* Mr. Joſeph Burroughs two Diſc. Page 7. 
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the latter being of abſolute neceſſity, and the 


former manifeſtly inferior, and ſubſervient to 


the latter. If therefore ſuch an Example ſhould 


be intended to expreſs a falſe way of Reaſoning, 


or a wrong method of forming our Sentiments, 
concerning the difference between Poſitive 
Commands, and Moral Righteouſneſs, it mult be 
calculated to miſlead, not to inform the Mind. 
It muſt, foraſmuch as this is the plain and mani- 
feſt Doctrine of all Revelation, viz. That God 
will have Mercy and not Sacrifice. Even un- 
der the Moſaic Conſtitution, fo great was the 
difference between Moral Temper, and Pefitive 
Rites, or Commandments, that David tells God, 
Thou defireſt not Sacrifice elſe would J give it, 
thou delighteſtnot in Burnt-Offerings, the Sacri- 


fices of God are a broken Spirit; i. e. theſe are 
the moſt acceptable Sacriiices, for it does not 


follow, that becauſe a broken Spirit is called a 
Sacrifice of God, that therefore, he had got 
appointed other Sacrifices. | 


Nor was any Ritemore evidently commanded 
gf God, than that of Circumci/icn, ſee Gen. xvii, 


14. And the uncircumciſed Man-Child, whoſe 


Fleſh of bis Foreskin is not circumciſed, that 
Soul ſhall be cut of from his People : he hath broken 
my Covenant. comp. Exod. iv. 24. 27. And this 
Rite was to be applied at eight Days old, Gen. 
XVii. 12. And yet this very Pefitzve Command, 
enforced with ſo ſtrong a Sanction, gave way 
to Mercy for near forty Years together, See Joſb. 
v. 5. Noz all the People that came out were cir- 
cumciſed ; but all the People that were born 5 
| | 7 : Tt 


. 5 


ps 2 by the way, as they came forth 

Egypt, them they had not circumciſed. 
Conf orm able to this, the Prophets whenever 
they mention Poſitive Commands, and Moral 
Duties together, ſpeak with comparative Con- 
tempt on the L ſo Jer. iv. 4. Circumciſe 


yourſelves to the Lord, and take away the Fore- 
„ein of your Hearts. q. d. your other Circum- 

cifion is no manner of Security to you againſt 

my fury, therefore circumciſe your Hearts, 

which has an infinitely greater tendency to pre- 
vent your ruin; and again, ver. 14. O Feruſa- 
lem waſh thine Heart from Wickedneſs, that 
thou mayeſt be ſaved. q. d. Your external Waſh- 

ings, or Baptiſins, will have no Manner of avail, 

nor ſtand in any ſtead, but your Heart muſt be 
baptized, or waſhed from Wickedneſs. To the 
flame Purpoſe is Micb. vi. 9. He hath ſhewed 
thee, O Man, what is good. Here. Sacrifices, and 
Offerings, tho poſitively commanded, are rejec- 
ted, d-ipiſed, and trampled upon, as what have 
no real Goodnels in them; no Good whencom- 
od with MoralRighteouſneſs, i. e. doing juſt- 
y, loving Mercy, and walking humbly with God. 


Beſides our Lord himſelf ſhews that ENTRY | 
did not he in Meats, but thoſe things whic 

proceed from the Heart defile him; this he 
lad to Fewws, who were yet under Laws that 


diſtinguiſhed between clean and unclean * 
Matt, xv. 10, 21. 


Nay, even of their Sabbath, which he 5 
lo ſtrictly commanded them to keep asa Reſt 


from 
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from all Manual or Bodily Labour, yet this ve- 
ry Inſtitution was to give way to another mor: 
ancient Rite, even that of Circumcifron Sec 
Jobn vii. 22, 23. Moſes gave unto you Circum. 
ctfion, not becauſe it is of Moſes, but of the Ha. 
thers, and ye on the Sabbath Day circumciſe a 
Man. If a Man on the Sabbath Day receive cir- 
cumciſion, that the Law of Moſes ſhould not be 
broken, &c. And in Mark ii. 27, he declares, 
that the Sabbath was made for Man, and not 
Man for the Sabbath: which ſurely he could 
not have ſaid of moral Rectitude, or of eternal 
and inflexible Truth. = 


We ſhould therefore expect to find upon this 
extraordinary Example, viz. Our looking upon 
the abſolute Neceſſity of the one, and the mani- 
feft Infertority and Subſerviency of the other, 
becoming manifeſt Unrighteouſneſs and Injuſtice 
towards God Upon this I ſay, we muſt ex- 
& to find ſome manifeſt Foundation, on 
which to ſupport po/itive Commands, under the 
Goſpel Diſpenſation. But alas! never did the 
facred Writers once think of making the Eu- 
chariſt, or even Baptiſm, to ſtand in any 
ſtronger Light, when compared with moral 
Righteouſneſs, than in a manifeft Inferiority 
and Subſerviency, and this without the leaſt 
Unrighteouſneſs or Injuſtice towards God. 


That famous Paſſage of St. Peter's of Bap- 
tiſm now ſaving us, not by waſhing away the 
Filth of the Fleſh, but the /aving Effect ari- 
ſing from the Anſwer of a good Conſcience 3 

8 Wars 
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8 wards God, is a ſufficient Proof of the Diffe- 
eence to be put between moral Truth and poft- 
: tive Command. Nor would St. Paul have gi- 
ven ſo much Preference to his preaching the 
Goſpel, and declar'd, he was not ſent {{o much] 
to baptize, 1 Cor. i. 17. if Baptiſm was not, in 
its own Nature, manifeſtly inferior even to 
that Mean of promoting moral Rectitude, 


I have thus treated the Example, tho” it is 
ſuppos'd to be only a plaufible Reaſon of neglect- 
ing and contemning poſitive Commands; for- 
aſmuch as this View of poſitive Commands does 
not appear to me to be a plau/tble Reaſon why 
11s any ſhould negle& or contemn poſitive Com- 
on Ml 1nnds; for whilſt a Man keeps in his Eye the 
i-. abholute Neceffity of moral Rectitude, and ſees, 
J atthe ſame time, the mani feſt Subſerviency of po- 
1% fitive Commands, he can never make this a 
*. Reaſon of neglecting or contemning them. So 

on! that the Example ſeems rather calculated to 
the throw a falſe Light before the Eye of the 
the Reader, by leading him to imagine, that the 
71. abſolute Neceſſity of moral Rectitude, and the 
any manifeſt Inferiority and Subſerviency of pofi- 
oral tive Commands, is but a plaufible and deceptious 
rity View of them: whereas it is the moſt juſt and 
eat proper way of ſtating the real Difference, 
rs does and muſt for ever ſubſiſt between 
em. | 


the Beſides, there are thoſe who have in plain 
ari- Terms aſſerted, That poſitive Inſtitutions 
to- demand an equal Regard from Chriſtians, 
yards 5 © with 
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-« with moral and eternal Truth.” This |; 


Indeed to give the Handmard or Servant, an 


equal Authority with her Miſtreſß; and muſt 
be looked upon as a Principle that confoungz 


and inverts the very Nature and Difference of 


Things. 


For, was this a true Principle, one would 
imagine, that the Reaſon of poſitive Command. 


ſhould be as plain and intelligible, as are moral 


and eternal Truths; and 85 ſo, that they 


ſhould enforce and oblige as eariy; which being 
the Caſe, a Reaſon ſhould be aſſigned why the 
Lord's Supper and Baptiſin are not attended to, 

as ſoon as the Child of a Chriſtian becomes 
moral Agent: for they having an equal Claim 
or Demand, muſt be equally plain and evi 
dent, or equally promulged and notified, and 
their Obligation implying an equal Force, muſ 
ſuppoſe a moral Neceſſity of en to, ot 


N them. 


Moreover, if we but preſerve thi Diſtine- 
tion between moral Righteouſneſs and poſitiv: 


Commands, tho' they are from JIEsus, thoſe 
poſitive Commands have a manifeſt Tnfertority, 
being only of Value, as they are ann 
to moral Rectitude ; they cannot therefore be 
of equal Obligation on Chriſtians. They can- 


not, whilſt they continue what they are, vis. 
poſitive Commands. 


| ve Inſtitutions, under the Notion of thei: 


being of equal Obligation with moral mo 
tudc 


Nay, to attend upon 


+ > 
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is ; tude, would be to pervert and abuſe the very 

an nature and deſign of them, It would be to 

aut regard the means as the end, to which they 

ind are only in friendſhip inſtituted as the Means, 

> of M tho' they are ſuch, without which, it 1 N 
che end may be attained,— * 


Yuld ohen But it is farther aſſerted, viz. . 


and in poſitive Inſtitutions, the mere will 

oral « of the law-giver, conſidering who 

they e the law-giver is, is a ſufficient rea- | 
eing t ſon for the Subjects obedience. It 8 | 
the « is this that makes it righteouſneſs to 

1 © comply, and unrighteouſneſs, that is, 

ES 1 * immorality, to refuſe obedience. If 

aim * there be good proof of a divine in- 

eri ſtitution, good proof that God requires 

and us to uſe a certain rite or ceremony, 

nuſt ee tho' in our eyes ever ſo mean, and 

off © tho! we ourſelves are not let i into the 


« Deſign of it; yet to refuſe compliance 
* 1n ſuch a caſe, is downright diſobedi- 


inc- « ence, and a violation of God's authority; 
tv © which is as certainly immorality, tho” 
hoſe « of a different kind, as the breaking 
rity 17 what we uſually: call a moral precept . 
ent 


e be 5 See Mr. FosTex's Uſtfulneſs, Oe. of the Chriflion Reve- 

ion, p. 275. Men ſhall not be condemned for not under- 
Cam © ftanding or ſeeing the reaſon and obligation of poſitive pre- 
v12. © cepts; 3 they have attained to the great end of Religi- 
| © on, which all the ſubordinate duties of it mutt ba deſigned tg 


1 promote 
hel + Fag. 19, 
eQi- 


ude, 5 e - 3 


We 
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It is true, that aut horati ve obligation lays 
hold of thoſe who are under the commands of 
- a ſuperior, he being one who has a right and 
authority to preſcribe Rules to them. Rut 
- then this is not of the nature of aticyal obj. 
gation, or that which ariſes from reaſon ab. 
ſtractly taken, or the manifeſt nature and truth 
of things. It has not the ſame degree of per. 
ſpicuity, force, and obligation, as being zuf 
true, and merciful ; and can in itſelf have no 
moral ſtrength, any farther than it has a ſuit 
ableneſs to promote, order, rectitude, or mani-W F 
feſts the good will of the Law giver; for mer. h 
2011], becoming the reaſon” of ſubjection, as it 
makes the immorality of a'diferent kind, as the 
breaking what we uſually call a moral preceſt: 
Jo it muſt be owned to be a different kind of 
' obligation, And if it ſhould appear that mona 
obligation does at any time take place of poli 
tive inſtitution, or oblige the Rite to give way, 
then it muſt be confeſſed, that it is not of equal 
claim and authority; and this we have already 
ſeen it does. Befides, it does fo in the caſe be- 
fore us; for example, can we not ſuppoſe that 
as to the Lord's-Supper and Baptiſm, tho' thele 
appear to be poſitive Rites belonging to thi pe 
..Chriſtian Church; yet, a Man fully perſuadedMWine 
of their obligation, may ſee great reaſon, at fore 
times, to forego and not attend the celebra- 
tion of them. Nay, that the celebration ot ( 
them only becomes his Duty-in certain given 
.=- circumſtances. For he may be ſo ſituated, a5 
not to be able to commemorate the death , 
| PETS. | I 
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his Lord, in the inſtituted uſage, or method of 
commemoration.— And altho' he was perſua- 


&d of the obligation to Baptiſm, ay, to the 
having it repeated when of adult age, he might 
be ſo ſituate, as to be unable to have it applied 
to bim. Or if he had an opportunity of find- 
ng men ſupple. enough to indulge to his opinion, 

he might be in ſuch an habit of body, as would 
render ĩt unfit as hazardous to be baptiſed, z.e. 


% ff he looked upon 8 in water as * 
ö to baptiſm, 


ani: But it is, or may be ſaid, That fhould 
ner! he be ſo circumſtanced, that none near him 
1s i would % him, it would then be his Duty | 
« to travel till he found one,” — 


To this it may be replied, that if he were 
In poor and low Circumſtances, he would 

ave that this would he to neglect RIS: a a 
proper Proviſion for his Family; and therefore 
he ated a rational, moral part, he would 
ook upon himſelf as excuſed ; tho he was 
fully perſuaded that ſuch /orf of Baptiſm was 
nſtituted by his Lord. And here, every one 
muſt ſee that moral obligation, taking place of, 
a pitive Inſtitution, muſt determine the p- 


e command to be of inferior nature "and : 
1, A ICE, — 


n of Obiect. But again it is ſaid, or might be faid, 
given “ That the man chould travel to be Bap- | 
dd, a te tiſed, tho* ever ſo far; nay, that he 
h of 0 ought ** 1 prefer a long We 


* Kc 'ta 
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* to a ſhort one, ſince herein he would 
© have the Example of his Lord—who 
* gave an inſtance of that piety and reve- 
<* rence towards God, which ſhined forth 
* in all other parts of his life, by under. 
6 going the fatigue of a journey, on pur- 
e poſe to do the greater honour to a di- 
e dine Inſtitution . And again, That 
* it was his meat to do the will of him 
te that ſent him, &c. was verified par- 
ticularly in the action of coming to 


* 


% John's baptiſm, before he took his mi- 


*© niſtry upon him; otherwiſe he would 
<* not have travelled from Galilee to Jor- 
te dan to be baptized of Fohn, when it 
* might eaſily have been ordered, that 
my 455 ſhould come to him” +, which 
« long journey might and would have 
* been ſpared, if the Son of God had 
not reſolved to ſhew the greateſt re- 
- ©. fþe# to the command of his heaven 
e Father, in the Commiſſion given to 
1 Fohn the Baptiſt” +. 1 


From theſe views, it would certainly be in- 
cumbent, not only on a perſon fituated at a 
great diſtance from a plunging baptizer [i 
Fob is underſtood to have been one] but i 
muſt become univerſally a rule f direction to 
all ſuch, who would emphatically ſhew ther 
regard to Jeſus, as an Exemplar, vis, theit 
| Cchufing to travel a Jong, rather than take 4 
fort way to their baptiſm ; foraſmuch, as hö 
CEN TY Wm, TOS - 
| | long 


PL EA for INF ANT S. 13 
long journey would have been ſpared, or might 
eofily have been ſpared, but that he reſolved to 
ſnew the greateſt reſpect to the command, by 
the length of the way which he went to his 


baptiſm, 


It muſt therefore ſurely expreſs too great free- 
dom with our Lord's example, as above ſtrongly 
deſcribed, to weaken the obligation of it, as 
we find done *, where it is ſaid I do not 
© mean, by recommending the active zeal, 
4 that we ſhould out of a voluntary humility, 
e put ourſelves to inconveniencies for the ſake 
of that, which we may as well perform 
* without difficulty: I do not mean, that a 
* man ſhould ftreighten himſelf for that 
« which he can eaſily come at. 


What? did our Lord ver:fy particularly his 
regard to the will of him that ſent him, by 
travelling /o far to his baptiſm, « When it 
e might eafily have been ordered otherwiſe ; 
* when the journey might and would have 
been ſpared, had he not by it deſigned to 
“ ſhew the greateſt reſpect to the command of 
“ his heavenly Father” ; and can this be a pro- 
per chriſtian- like concluſion drawn from it, viz. 
That we are not to underſtand this active 
* zeal as recommendatory to his followers ; and 
* that we are not to put ourſelves to incon- 
* veniencies for the ſake of that, which we 
* may as well perform without difficulty? 
Surely this can be no juſt, no fair concluſion.— 

Pag. 15. 5 
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Butzif it be, may I not take 10 ſame liberty 
15 example, upon the Suppoſition of his 


being, dipped or plunged? that active zeal of his 


in plunging quite o vet / head in water, ſhould 
not put me to the inconveniency for- the ſake 


of that, which I may as well Faden without 
dige ö 


Object: But it, is ſaid, that. Baptizo c con- 
1 <ſtantly. ſigpatigs. in the New Teſta- 


e ment, to dip or: plunge z it, we may be 
1 H allowed to explain thoſe general paſſa- 


ges, wherein no circumſtances are par- 
„ ticularly: mentioned, by others Which 


Foy 


i; *:reaſan;we Ought to do. And there- 
fore if we. would; be baptized at all, we 
muſt oy i | 


What the meaning is, og the above aſſertion, 
1 cannot conceive, ſince the word is certainly 
often uſed in the New Teſtament, here plung- 
ing can by no means be underſtood: particu- 


larly, 1 Car. x. 2. Which paſſage has ſometimes 


been made uſc of to explain or illuſtrate Men's 


putting on Chriſt by baptiſm: viz. As the Iſi ae 


lites were- all baptized unte Moſes in the Cloud 
aud in tlie Sea, Which if we allow to be a 
good ilhuſtration, as I think it is, than we have 
an ka of Baptiſm without plunging. And not 
only fo, but we have an Idea, of the Subjects 
of baptilm, being Parents with their Children. 
The new Teſtament gives us in . ch place an 
Page 27. | 
J | EX» 


$24 w7 are very plain and: clear; Which! in all 
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expreſs "inſtance of Ihfünt Baptiſm, which 

ſhould have fome weight with thoſe who make 
uſe of this Text as explanatory of the Chriſtians 


putting on Chriſt by baptiſm ; but this by the 
way. It is an undoubted truth that Byprizo 


does not in the New Teſtament, always ſignify 
to dip or plunge: ſo far from it, that in à ſmall 


tract on plunging, lately publiſhed, it is ſhewn, 
that it is only taking the thing for granted; for 
there is no manner of proof that either John 
or the diſciples of Jeſus did ever plunge when 
they baptized.— 


Object. But it is yet ſaid, That there is no 


« accounting for fuch Words (as expreſs 


mens going down into the water, and 


coming up out of the water) if baptiſm 


te could be ſuppoſed to conſiſt in ſprink- 


"<< Ine 2 few drops of water, or even 
ee pouring a large quantity upon ſome 


part of the body — and that John's 


„ *baptizing Jeſus himſelf eig 20 Io zmm, 
e into Jordan, as it is emphatically ex- 
ee preſſed, Mar. i. g.* clears the Doctrine. 


Why this ſhould determine the Point I ſee 
not, the particle being fo render'd rather ſeems 
to darken than clear the doctrine of plunging, 


Joln baptized Jeſus into Jordan. The prepo- 


ſition is intelligible when underſtood to expreſs 

a being baptized into the Religion of Moſes, 

or of Chriſt; ſo putting on the one or the 

other. But John baptizing Jeſus ix TO Jor- 
pag. 28. | | 

aan, 


1 
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dan, has ſomething uncouth in it, as empha.ſſ an 
tical as it is, unleſs it be myſtically underſtood, MW thi 
that he baptized him into the Faith or Profeſim W adi 
of Jordan Tho it muſt be owned that the 
word is render'd into Rom. vi. 3, 4. into his Death, 
and it is the ſame word rendered in, even ſo to 
we alſo ſhould walk in newneſs of life. But NM a / 
in this Gentleman's ſenſe, it ſhould be thus ren- ca: 
dered we ſhould walk Ix To newneſs of life, I ca 
as being more emphatical. So As ii. 38. be 
baptized every one of you in the name of [e. | 
ſus Chriſt IN To the remiſſion of fins. And 
nin Matth. xv. 24. I am not ſent, but INT 
the loſt ſheep of the houſe of 1/rael, And 
in As vii. 53. inſtead of who have received 
the law BY the diſpoſition of angels, to ren- 
der it more emphatical, we ſhould read i, 
who have received the law IN To the diſpo- 
fition of angels. To go to, to be baptized 
in, or by Jordan, ſeems to be full as emphs- 
tical, and as proper a rendring of the prepo- 
ſition, and no difficulty will attend the de- 
| ſcription, tho' we ſhould not ſuppoſe our Lol 
plunged when he was baptized. _ 


 Befides, is it not amazing that among tlie 
many New Teſtament accounts of baptiſm, not 
one word ſhould ever be dropped about their q. 
ing aſide, or changing their garments, if they wer 
all plunged Since when our Lord uſed : 
baptiſm only to the feet of his diſciples, d. 
Fobn tells us, that he laid gſide his garment— 
FJobn xiii. 4,——and can we ſuppoſe that 3000 
could be plunged in the ſtreets of Ferujaln, 


an 
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and no hint of the conveniencies for it, or of 


the decency or indecency of the performance, or 
adminiſtration of the rite ? —Acls ii. 41.— 


Well, but if 8 ſhould not be eſſential 
to ba tim, nor the Inſtitution be any other than 
a e | inſtitution, yet, children, 7. e. infants. 
cannot be the ſubjects of it. That they ſhould, 
can by no means be Res. Far, 


Object. The l proſelyte bavtifi 
% among the Fews, appears to have no 
« foundation, for, that there was no ſuch 
5 practice among the Jeus in our Savi- 

© our's time, as the baptizing of proſelytes, 
22 ot leaſt very probable, from the 
15 Phariſees asking John the Baptiſt, Fobn 
« j. 25, why baptizeſt thou, if thou be not 
« the Chriſt, neither Elias, neither that 
FHPrapbet. What authority haſt thou to 

bring up a new religious ceremony? 
Mat. xxi. 2 5. Ihe baptiſin of Fohnwhence 
« was it; from heaven, or of men? Fobn 
1:42, obn ſays, that God _ Em. to 
\ © baptize with Water *, 


That thefe texts ſhould deterraine againſt the 
uſe of water bapti/m among the Fews, does not 
at all appear. As to the frf text, the Queſtion 
there put does not naturally, or without force, 
afford the Senſe given it. viz. What Authority 
haſt thou to bring up à nem religious ceremony? 
It runs thus, why baptizeſt thou, if thou be 


2 
1 D not 
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not the Chriſt, nor Elias, neither that Prophet? 
which plainly ſuppoſes, that they had ſome no- 
tion of the rite as ſacred : and thought it fit to 
be uſed by the Maſſiab, as the initiatory cere- h 
maonial into his Kingdom; and nothing could il 1 
be more natural, if it ſhould be allowed tha I 
the Jews had thus proſelyted. ont 


Nor does Mat. xxi. 25. give any further Rea- 15 
ſon againſt ſuch practice. They could not have ron 
gloried in it, that John's baptiſm was borrowed = 
from them. For altho' they had had the c 8 
tom, or uſage of baptizing Proſelytes: yet they 0 l 
could not ſay that this was an authority for FI 
John to baptize the true Mraelites, or the Peo- * 
ple who worſhiped the true God; and that he 3 

| ſhould fo initiate them into another Kingdom, ; 
or polity. Or to ſay the leaſt, they might poſlibly _ 
know of this uſage, and underſtand it as what I \; 


might be with propriety uſed, but were very w 
cautious how they condemned themſelves. by 


As to the third text, John i. 33. John might 
well ſay, that God ſent him to baptize with Ma- = 
ter, tho' they had practiſed the method of bap- ( 
tizing proſelytes, for the reaſon above mention- *; 
ed. And beds Le is oppoling his baptiſm to the 1 
baptiſm of Jeſus. So that to ſuppoſe they had I ( 
had no ſuch practice among them, would ren- 
der it very difficult to reconcile the entire ſilence 
of the Hiſtorians about the Jews objecting, ot 
enquiring into the nature of the rite. 


And 
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And altho' the account is no more than a 
Rabbinical or Talmudical account given not till 
159, or 200 years after our Saviour's time“, 
when a collection was made of their cuſtoms, 
and traditions, this will not leſſen its authority, 
but rather confirm it; for, the Jeꝛos, from the 
time of Chriſt's crucifixion 'till now, had been 


bitter enemies to the chriſtians; and therefore 


it cannot be reaſonably ſuppoſed that they would 
invent an uſage, which would fo greatly con- 
firm and eſtabliſh the (riſtian-baptiſinal-rite; 
and fo well account for the introduction of it: 
and yet this would manifeſtly be the caſe, if we 
{uppo'e thoſe writers only invented the accounts 
given us of their ancient manner of proſelyting. 
Nay, if we ſuppoſe that they invented this ac- 
count, we muſt ſuppoſe them to have paid a 


voluntary and known high compliment to the 


chriſtians, who they knew univerſally initiated 
by baptiſm : a Supppſition, not eaſily to be made 
by any thoughtful, ſober, unprejudiced mind. 


I ſhall next take ſome notice of theſe writings 
as I find their character from the hands of 
lome conſiderable Authors; and as Maimonides 
is ſo often quoted by them, let us firſt attend to 
his character, as given by Dr. Prideaux ; he ſays, 
that out ot the Babyloniſh Talmud, Maimo- 
* nides hath made an abſtract, containing on- 
* ly the reſolutions or determinations made 
therein on every caſe, without the deſcants, 
e diſputes, fables and other traſh under which 

* Page 47. See Pridæaux Con. Part I. Page 326, 327. 

or” they 
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* they lay buried in that vaſt load of rubbiſh, 
e This work is entitled by him Tad Hach 
© Azakah, and is one of the compleateſt di- 
geſts of law that was ever made, I mean not 
as to the matter, but in reſpect only of the 
* clearneſs of the Stile and method in which 
* 1t is compoſed, the filthy maſs of dirt from 
under which he dug it, and the comprehen- 
five manner in which he has digeſted the 
„Whole. Other Jeus have attempted the 
* like work, but none have been able to ex- 
ceed or come nigh him herein, And for 
* this and other of his writings he is deſerved- 
< lycſteemed the be/# Author among them*. 
So. Culverwel calls Maimonides, one of the 


beft among the Fews , and a ſecond Moes. 


cc 


cc 


cc 


cc 
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Ol their Talmuds ſome men have ſpoken 
% and wrote with great acrimony as well as 
_ * contempt, as tho' they were nothing at all 
* but an heap of blaſphemy.” And from Di. 
Prideaux we may learn, that they had a great 
deal of traſh in them. But they are not wholly 
to be thrown aſide as of no Service, but mult 
be allowed of very conſiderable uſe in explain- 
ing the Goſpel Hiſtory, as every one muſt 
own who reads with care Dr. Lightfoot's Har- 
mony ef the New Teſtament. Thus he writes 
in 37 Sec. On the Parable of the Sower, that 
the Talmuds are abundantly full of this kind 
© of Oratory, and ſo are generally all their an- 
* cient writers: and they commonly enter up- 
on their parables with this preface, a parable: 
Connect. P. I. P. 328. + Diſc. on light of nature P. 64. 7 
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% To what ts the thing life? I believe there 
« are many in the world, that have not been 
« farther acquainted with the writings of the 
« Feros, than what they have ſeen quoted by 
« other writers, and yet are ready to cenſure 
them of lyes, and falſhoods [which indeed 
* they are not free from] meerly upon want 
« of acquaintance with their Stile of Parables 


| © and Hyperboles”. 


Our bleſſed Lord has plainly had a reference 
frequently to their cuſtoms and uſages, as in 
that famous paſſage Matt. v. 22. a man's be- 
ing angry with his brother without cauſe, ex- 
poling him to the judgment; calling him Race, 
to the danger of the Counc:l; and fool, to Ge- 
berna ; which could not have been ſo clearly 
underſtood but for thoſe Rabbinnical writings, 
as appears by the Preface to the Harmony above- 


mentioned, 


The account given by St. Luke of the prieſt 
Zacharias being of the Courſe of Abia, is not 
ſo clearly underſtood as from the Talmuds, both 
of which ſpeak of the ordering of the courses 
after the captivity, Sec. 3d. 


About waſhings, referred to, Matt, xv. 2. 
and Mar. vii, 2, 3. the Talmudical writings are 
made uſe of to good purpoſe *. 


So our Lord's mentioning the Cannaanites, or 
Syro-phenicians under the Epithet of boss, 
Har. Set. co, 3 
| Matt, 


— 
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Matt. xv. 26. is explained by theſe writings, 
which ſay, that the nations of the world are 
compared to Dogs-ꝶ. : | 
Theſe writings explain the cuſtom of locſing 
the Shoe, or Shoe-latchet, as being the practice of 
Servants in acknowledging their Maſters. Sec. 12. 
That hyberbolical repreſentation of the pow- 
er of faith in removing mountains, Matt. xxi. 21. 
is greatly illuſtrated by the Talmuds, Sec. 74. 
That of binding and l/oofing. Sec. 52. 
Matt. xxvi. . explained by means of the Taj. 
mudical writings, which remove the great Dif- | 
ficulty attending that Paſſage, Har. p. 68. 


And great number of paſſages have light throw Wl © 
upon them, as this excellent writer has made il © 
manifeſt, | | « 


Let us now take ſome notice of what he tells IM © 
us, that theſe Rabbinical or Talmudical writers Ml © 
fay of their ancient method of admitting Pro-“ 
felytes*. N | te 


And this learned man ſays, that Baptiſn il © 
te had been in long and common uſe among il © 
the Jews many generations before John Bap- MW © 

e tiſt came, they uſing this for admiſſion of Iſl © 
56 proſelytes into the church, and baptizing Il © 
| « men, women, and children for that end, “ 
q | + Har. Sec. 50. | 4 
* Note, there is a wide difterence between their character as cc 
Hiftorians, and their character as Religioniſts. Their prejudices & 
are not concern'd ſo much in matters of fact, as in their doctrinal 
Sentiments. Their writings in the preſent caſe may be allowed 


as good Authority. Since 2 manner of probable evidence lies cc 
_ againſt the practice, but much for it. 4 


"7 Taln, 
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„ Taln. in Fobamoth, cap. 4 and Moym. in Ii 15 1 

cc ſure biab, cap. I3. A perſon 1s not a proſelyte 
or IM © till be be both circumciſed and baptized. | 
2, « Id. Chittubeth, cap. 1. A little one they 
- © baptize by the Appointment of the conſiſtory, 
1. and Maym. in Avedin. cap. 8. An 1/raelite that 

«* takes a little Heathen Child, or that finds an 

« Hebrew infant, and baptizeth him for a 
L- © proſelyte, bebold he is a proſelyte. 


Hence a ready reaſon may be given, why 
there 1s fo little mention of baptizing infants 

vn Ml © in the New Teſtament, that there is neither 
de Fl © plain precept nor example for it, as ſome 

H ordinarily plead : The reaſon is, becauſe 

* there needed no ſuch mention, baptizing of 
Is WM © Infants having been as ordinarily uſed in the 
ers church of the Jews, as ever it hath been in 
o- © the chriſtian church; it was enough to men- 

* tion that Chriſt eſtabliſhed baptiſm for an 

e ordinance under the Goſpel; and then, 
;/m WM © who ſhould be baptized was well enough 
ng Ml © known, by the uſe of this ordinance of old: 
ap- © Therefore it is a good plea, becauſe there is 
of W © no forbidding of the baptizing of infants in 
ing Wl © the Goſpel, ergo, they are to be baptized ; 
nd, for that having been in common uſage among 

* the Jews, that infants ſhould be baptized as 
well as men or women. Our Saviour would 
rind have given ſome ſpecial probibition, if he 
intended that they ſhould have been exclu- 
* d&d; ſo that /lence in this caſe does ne- 
| 1 | *“ ceflarily 


* 
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t ceſſarily conclude approbation to hay - the 


cc 


practice continued, which had been uſed of 


« old before.” Harm. p. 10. 


ec 
cc 
(c 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
ec 
ec 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 


to Chriſt, to whom all power is given— 
and of the profeſſion of the true God, the 


taught, and if the Diſciples underſtood this 


Again, p. 70. Thoſe of the Heathens who 
had come into the church of T/acl and the 


true religion, had been inducted and ſealed 


into it, by being baptized. Talm. in Jebam 
par. 4, Sc. and fo that proſelyte Sacrament 
muſt be carried and continued among all na- 
tions, as a badge of homage and ſubjection 


Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, againſt all 
falſe Gods and falſe worſhip. Infants born 
of Chriſtian parents are to bear this badge, 
tho' when they undertake it, they under- 
ſtand not what they do, becauſe none in 
Chriſtian Families ſhould continue without 
the note of homage to Chriſt's ſovereignty, 
and this diſtinctive mark againſt heathen- 
iſm.—bhe adds, „ 


D1sc1PLING was not of perſons already 
taught, but to that end that they ſhould be 


word in Chriſt's command after any other 


\ Senſe, it was different from the ſenſe of the 


word, which the nation had ever uſed and 
only uſed——the Senſe therefore that many 
put upon theſe words, viz. that none are 
to be baptized but thoſe that are thoroughly 


taught, is ſuch a one as the Apoſtles and - 
| 2 „„ 
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« the Jewiſh nation had never known or heard 
« of before.” 767d. 


The cuſtom of thus proſelyting, Ainſioorth 
likewiſe aſſerts very expreſsly to be the doctrine 
of Mai monides and of the Jewiſh Doctors in ge- 
neral ; in his Notes on Gen. xvil. 12. By three 
a things, ſay they, did 1/-ael enter into the 
* covenant, by circumciſion, and baptiſm, and 
* ſacrifice. Circumeiſion was in Egypt, as it 
is written, no uncircumciſed ſhall eat there- 


«of, Exod. xii. 48. Baptiſm was in the wil- 


« derneſs before the giving of the Law, as it 
«1s written, ſanctify them to-day and to- 


* morrow, and let them waſh their cloaths,” 
% Exod, xix. 10. and Sacrifice, as it is ſaid, 
and he ſent young men of the ſons of Tirael . 


* which offered burnt-offerings, Cc. Exod. 


* XXiv. 5. and fo in all ages, when an E-. 


nich is willing to enter into the covenant, and 
gather himſelf under the wings of the Ma- 
* jeſty of God, and take upon him the yoke 
« of the law, he muſt be circumciſed, and 
„ baptized, and bring a Sacrifice; and if it 
* be a woman, ſhe muſt be baptiſed and bring 
a Sacrifice; as it is written, Num. xv. 15, 
and as ye are, ſo ſhall the ſtranger be 
there were many Proſelytes in David's and 
Solomon's Days——and the Judges of the 
great Sanhedrin had a care of them; they 
drove them not away after they were bap- 
* tized, out of any Place, neither took they 
them near unto them, until their after- 
6 e Truits appeared, Maimony in Miſn. tom. 2. 
«c in 
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in Iffurei biah, ch. xiii. 8. 1—6, 11. 14, 15. 

** ,Hereupon baptiſm was nothing ſtrange ta i Fer 
* the Jews, when John the Baptiſt began his N cou 
* miniſtry. They made queſtion of his perſon, I for 
but not of the thing itſelf,” —— | Inc 


| Dr. Lightfoot ſays, Sect. 12. of his Harm, MW rea 
| The Phariſees came to queſtion John about I tv: 
** the authority whereby he baptized, making WM ho! 
** no ſtrangeneſs at baptizing, which had been I for 
* ſo long in uſe among them.” Je 


Object. But it is ſaid, © that there is not] 
* the leaſt reaſon to believe, that Chriſt I reg 
ce would chuſe one of thoſe ceremonies, Ml fin 

and adopt it for a religious inſtitution I nat 

* of his own, which theſe men, or their pol 

« fore-fathers, of their own heads had — 

* ſ{uperſtitiouſly framed, and in the prac-i cle 

te tice whereof they offered to God a for 

e Service which he never required*,” as 


It might be ſufficient, in anſwer, to ſay, that ¶ tif 
this is only an aſſertion, and has no manner WW the 
of proof belonging to it; for this is certain, M mo 
that the Jeus were allowed to admit of proſe- 
lytes from among the Gentiles; and that there 
were actually many ſuch among them, but 
that they ſhould be admitted exactly upon 

the /ame terms with the native-born Jeu, 
is not reaſonable to imagine; becauſe they were 
eſteemed impure and unboly, and it is but na- 
tural to ſuppoſe, tho” we have not now in the 


_-* See Mr. Burrovghs's Two Diſc. on poſitive Inſtit. 5 
to =o eu- 
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Jeuiſs Code any very particular and expreſs ac- 
count of the ceremonials of the Proſelytes admiſſ- 
fon; yet we may by a juſtanalogy conclude, that 
ſince WASHING was appointed for the legal 
purification of a DEFILED Jeu, it was but 
reaſonable tb expect that the ſame purifying Rite, 
ſtould be applied to a Gentile Convert, who was 
lnked upon by them as naturally defiled, and there- 
fore as bearing ſome likeneſs in his condition to a 
Jeu, under legal pollution and uncleanneſs,— 


It is but reaſonable to conclude, that God 
required this ſort of ceremonial admiſſion ; 
ſince he had ſo peculiarly er the 
natives of Jrael, as an holy people, and ap- 
pointed Water- baptiſms for their purifications. 
— ſo that we ſee, even at this day, full as 
car reaſon from the ceremonial Fereiſb Laws, 
for the application of Baptiſin to the proſelytes, 
as any man in the world can give us of the 
chriſtian- infant ſeed being excluded the bap- 
tiſmal rite, becauſe not expreſſly mentioned as 


the ſubjects of it. might have ſaid much 


more reaſon. 


Obhect. But thefe, i. e. infants, muſt be ex- 

cluded, becauſe, ** the Goſpel conſtitution 

e is compleat in itſelf ; and every part of 
it receives its force, and becomes what 
it is, from the mind and will of 
the conſtitutor ; nor is it left to us 
to ſupply its ſuppoſed deficiencies, out 
* of an antiquated conſtitution, which 
* this was deſigned to abrogate. I fay, 
E 2 Eo, 
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is directly againſt them, beſides that 
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its ſuppoſed deficiencies. For whereas 
in the Caſe before us, ſome good Chri. 
ſtians ſuppoſe, that becauſe Infants 
were circumciſed of old, by virtue of 
an expreſs command, therefore infants 
ought to be baptized now, tho' there 
is no command for it ; the argument 


they have no precept to proceed by, 
For the truth of the caſe is this: that 
the circumcifion of infants, if it can 
be ſaid to have made them members of 
the church, muſt be a proof of the 
weak, infant ſtate of the church in thoſe 
times; when the heir was under tutor 
and governors, until the time appointed 
by the father. But it is an honour to 
the chriſtian church, a proof of its ſtate 
of maturity and full growth, that none 
but grown perſons, making profeſſion 
of their own faith, and of their own 
reſolution to obey the mind of God, 
are received as viſible members of it. 
This is, with me, beſides the total filence 
of Scripture in the caſe, a good argu- 
ment againſt the baptizing of infants *, 


This remarkable paragraph is to ſhew, that 
there is no room for conjectural inferences from 
the conſtitution of the Moſaic Law, or from 
the Abrahamic covenant which went before it. — 


* Two diſc. Pp. 42. 
WE, What 
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What the infant ſtate of the eus has to do 
with the Abrahamic covenant, as an antiquated 
conſtitution, deſigned to be abrogated, I cannot 
ſe, Circumciſion, the grand point in view 
in this argument, was not of Moſes, but of the 
Fathers ; and therefore, as we have already 
ſken, one of the moſt expreſs and ſtrong pofr- 
five commands under the Moſaic conſtitution, 
was to var] to it, John vii. 22, 23. It there- 
fore will not follow, that becauſe children un- 
der the Moſaic diſpenſation were admitted as 
parties in the Abrahamic Covenant, that there- 
fore, this was an evidence of the weak and in- 
fant ſlate of the church in thoſe times. On 
the contrary, the Abrahamic Covenant was the 
higheſt and moſt ſpiritual part of their privi- 
leges, and came not in by Mo/es, but was to 
continue to the end of time, it being the very 
Chriſtian covenant, the ſame in nature and 
eſſence ; ſee Gal. ui. 16, 17, 18. Nor can the 
moſt raiſed figure that any language will ad- 
mit of, take away the force of the argument.— 
A Covenant it was, a covenant confirmed of God 
in Chriſt 430 years before the Law, and which 
that Law could not diſannul. A covenant, re- 
terring to, and including Chriſt the promiſed 
Mefliah. The Seal of which covenant, in- 
fants had received under the diſpenſation of 
Moſes, which ſurely could not be an argu- 
ment of the weakneſs of this ſtate, — 


Nor could it be any honour to the chriſtian 
church, ſhould it deny infunts to be parties in 
| that 


: t it *. * 
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that ſame Covenant of which they always had 
been parties; and yet never aſſign one reaton 


why they are unfit, or 4% capable now than 
they ever have been. But, 


It is ſaid, none but perſons of full growth, 
© making profeſſion of their own faith, anduf 
„ their own Reſolution to obey the mind of 
« God, are received as VISIBLE members of 


This worthy Corthemin, I am obliged to 
think, did not intend to monopolize to his party 
the whoſe church; for none but An pal 
Baptiſts, and thoſe who deny water- baptiſm, 
do deny Church-memberſhip to infants, —and 
yet the Terms would lead one to ſuppoſe, that 
none but the 1d/tly-baptized are vifble mem: 
bers. But when I confider his known Co. 

holiciſin, and readineſs lor mixed Communion, 
I muft underſtand him, as only ſuppoſing chi 
to be the plain, ſettled, certain ſenſe of the 
Chriſtian Conſtitution ; and even then, I am 
under ſome difficulties how to reconcile r- 
ceiving none but adultly- baptized perſons as vi- 
fible members, and yet joining with Poedo-baf- 
_ tits as viſible members! IM 


Indeed, I find him giving uns comment on 
. 5. viii. 37. vis, which ſuppoſes, none can be 
baptized nnleſs they believe , when the Eu- 
* nuch defred to be baptized, he was told by 
105 Philip, that if he believed with all his heart 
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« he might; plainly intimating that if be did 
ade not believe, he might not be baptined.” 
'on r | XD ed: 2136 
an Let this anſwer of Philip's be made a 
rule of Baptiſm, and then none muſt be bap=. 
tized, but what believe With all their heart. 


th, For this, and nothing ſhort of this is in the an- 
of WM wer. But if fo, no infincere perſon ſhould e- 
y zer be baptized. And will any pretend to ſay, 
0 


they are judges of the ſubjects of baptiſm? —— 
But if they will not, and at the ſame time, ſay, 
that all perſons that have received adult baptiſm 

to Wl ue the viſible members of Chriſt's church; one 
ty may venture to ſay, that it is as great an ho- 
46. v to the chriſtian church, and as great a; Proof 
of its ſtate of MAT URITY, and FULL. GROWTH, 
nd V have Infants acknowledged to be its viſible 
hat Ml members, as numbers F the other ſort: of viſible 
m- nembers; nay, much more fa. 


% 1 might further remark, that according to 
his theſe very advocates for adult Bapti/m, the 
tne WH nte itſelf was introduced and applied during 
am I this che and infant State of the Church, vis. 
fe- ¶ under, the Moſaic State, and before the Chri- 
tan Kingdom was actually come. It ſhould 
af. therefore follow, upon their own reaſoning, that 
it the Seaſon in which the rite was inſtituted 
would diminiſb or deſtroy the fitneſs of it, then 
ca vater-baptiſin could not have been proper for 
ea more perfett and mature State of the Ciurch, 


Eu- But we find that altho John introduced his rite, 
bs baptizing into a Kingdom that was only 
art, 


coming, yet when it was come, the /ame rite 
[ | | was 
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was continued, tho' it had been adminiſtred in 
that infant, embrio State, by a man of whom 
our Lord ſays, that the leaſt in the Kingdom 9 
Heaven is greater than he. Strange ! that yet, 
this rite muſt not be allowed to infants ! 


Object. But it ſeems Baptiſin muſt have 
* a view to repentance ; it is deſigned to 
<< exhibit the hope of the pardon of fins : 
<< it denotes a perſonal profeſſion of our 
<* beheving the doctrine of Fe/us*. 


Me deny not but grown perſons proſelyted to 
the Chriſtian faith, ſhould. expreſs their belief 
in the doctrine of Chriſt; which may be look- 
ed upon by them as the doctrine of remiſſion, 
as it is ſo clearly underſtood by the Goſpel. But 
yet, this will be far from giving us any juſt no-“ 
tion of a perſon's having his fins waſhed away “ 
by Baptiſm, who has been from his childhood 
educated in principles of virtue, and upon his MW | 
conſciouſneſs of having at any time offended, Ml wh 
has been truly penitent, and ſhown it in ew IM tizi 
obedience ; it will not ſhow us how ſuch a per- hol 
fon finds baptiſm to be a waſhing away of his WM He 
Sins. And yet this ſeems to be much dilated up- tri 
on, and expreſſed with great emphaſis. It ¶ fur 
would therefore be of uſe in the debate to know, ¶ for 
whether an actual pardon and remiſſion, as well ¶ dre 
as an inſtantaneous cleaning efficacy does attend ¶ the 
the baptiſm of ſuch perſon ? whether his fins I no 
were not waſhed away before ? and whether he ¶ wi 
did not before baptiſm as truly and properly re- ¶ ſep 


© 0" Pape 26, 27. 


pent 
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pent, believe, and obey the Chriſtian doctrine, 


n every inſtance that could then be expreſ- 
ed by him? The darkneſs and obſcurity of ſuch 
repreſentations of the importance and efficacy 
of water-baptiſm on the adult chriſtian, by 
waſhing away his Sins, willallow one to doubt 
of the fitneſs of the rite, as ſo applied by adult- 
haptizers ; and eſpecially, as they have neither 
recep; nor precedent for their practice. 


Which one would think, might eaſily have 
been had, for it deſerves to \ be remarked : 
that even in the epiſtles themſelves, tho 
* written at a time, when many of the firſt 
© converts, in the churches to which they 
« were directed, muſt have had children grown 
up to years of underitanding ; yet the A- 
poſtles make no mention of any being bap⸗ 
cc t tized*, ” . 


My vi view of the doctrine will account for this, 
which ſuppoſes, a great probability of their bap- 
tzing them whillt infants: of their whole houſ- 
holdgbeing baptized, in virtue of the Parent or 
Head's profeſſing to believe the Chriſtian doc- 
tine and being himſelf baptized, as we are aſ- 
ſured was the caſe ; ſo that there was no need 
for the mention of the baptiſm of grown chil- 
dren. The multitudes of men and women, the 
thouſands that were together converted, are 
not likely to have been without their infants 
with them: it is improbable they ſhould 
ſeparate from their infants at their b. 
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And they had as good a right to being bap- 
tized with them, as their fore-fathers had, when 
infants, of being baptized into Moſes with their 
parents in the cloud and in the fea. Nor did 
the promiſe exclude them; the promiſe mention d 


Aclts ii. 38. as belonging to them and to ther 
children, is the argument uſed by St. Peter, WM cle; 
for their ſubmitting to baptiſm, their immedi. MW Bu 
_ ately ſubmitting to it; and therefore if theit I per 
children were not the immediate ſubjects of the 
baptiſm, I cannot ſee the force of the motive. the 
But it is reaſonable g. d. that you ſhould be cir 
«© baptized, for not only you, but your chil-W pli 
** dren are proper ſubjects of it, nay, even the th: 
“ very heathens that are not yet proſelyted, arc] dil 
* within the promiſe.” But if the promiſe be. wo 
ing to their children, only intended that at adult} me 
age they might be baptized, it being ſaid to be Ch 
alike to them and to their children, would hae tor 
been no argument for their immediately ſub and 
mitting to baptiſm, 0 
a | | "BE. the 
It is indeed called a poor objection * that ve J 
have no example of chriſtian parents baptizingſ} m- 
their children; but as poor as it is, no reaſon- det 
able man in the world who views the intereſ 
of Children during former diſpenſations, woullh 
look upon it, as of ſo very contemptible a nature} ha 


If children had been denied their ancient pri 
veleges, and cut off from being parties of thi 
fame Covenant, under an eaſier rite of admiſſion 
we might kave expected ſome very ſtrong ant 
clear prohibit on, with the reaſon aſſigned fort 
#* Page 58. | 
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Objee. It is yet objected, that this is the 
only way or rule of profeſſing chriſtia- 
e nity, v2, by baptiſm*.“ | 


An objection I deſpair of ever forming any 
clear Idea concerning its meaning or import. 
But it ſeems that becauſe baptiſm was the pro- 
per public ite to the firſt converts, whereby 
they acknowledged the doctrine of Teſus ; 
therefore all thoſe perſons mult be in the /ame 
ciccumſtances, and the 727e be as properly ap- 
plied to them who have been training up from 
their infancy in the faith of Jeſus, and have 
diſcovered a ſerious, voluntary attendance on his 
word and worſhip. Methinks, to talk of theſe - 
men, as not having made a profeſſion of the 
Chriſtian religion, who have for years been 
forming their tempers and lives by its doctrine 
and examples, is to talk in a ſtrain the moſt 
unintelligible and confounding ! In a word, if 
the rite of baptiſm be not applicable to the in- 
fant Seed of chriſtian parents, I can diſcern no 


manner of reaſon for applying it to their adult 
deſcendants, 3 | 


For the infant Seed of profeſſing Chriſtians 
have the moſt manifeſt right to the inſtitution, 


Object. © But it is ſaid, that we are not to 
imagine ourlelves at liberty to neg- 
© le& one of Chrilt's ordinances, becauſe 
«© we have ſubmitted to another, when 

* Page 60. | | N 
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eit is ſo plain, that our Lord himſelf appointed 

another ordinance for this very purpoſe (viz, 
profeſſing of our Chriftianity) after he had 
« inſtituted that of the Supper*.”— _ 


I have found ſome writers very fond of ex- 
cluding infants the baptiſmal Rite, from the 
order of the words of Inſtitution, viz. teaching 
or d:/ciphng, going before baptiging.— But 


ſurely from this deſcription of the order of 


time, in which it is here ſaid, that the Supper 
and hapti ſin were inſtituted, one might by ana- 
legy conclude ſtrongly on the fide of receiving 
the Euchariſt before baptiſm; for our author 
ſeems to intimate, that it is the duty of perſons 
who have celebrated the memorials of Chrift' 
death, not to look upon that as a ſufficient 
inſtance of their profeſſing chriſtianity, but they 
muſt after this be baptized; when it is ſo plain, 

bat our Lord himſelf appointed another diſtin? 
_ ordinance for this very purpoſe, after he had in- 

ſlituted that of the Supper. Upon which 
principle one may have a little glimpſe how i 
may be conſiſtent to hold with ned commu- 
nion, and yet not look apon the Poedobaptiſts in 
it as viſible Members of the Church of Chriſt. 


Nevertheleſs, as John's Baptiſm has been 
acknowledged to be the ite to initiate into the 
Meſſiab's Kingdom, and that our Lord fuſfiled 
all righteouſneſs, from his being baptized by 
him, fo one may fafely conclude, that not- 
withſtanding our Lord did, after his reſurrec- 

® Pape Ge. - 
5 tion, 


We 
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d tion, continue to recommend baptiſm, yet it 
2, N vas an inſtitution prior to theſe inſtructions; 
tho not underſtood with fo great a latitude, as 
to the ſubjects of it. And therefore, ſach 
need not diſtreſs themſelves on account of their 


having been baptized before "ry have received 
the Euchariſt, 


1 ſhall only add one more remark, and that 
b deduced from the principle of this defence 
of Poti ve Inſtitutions, viz. that a Chriſtian pa- 
rent, who but weakly diſcerns the doctrine of 
Baptiſm, as including infants among its Sub- 
jects, ** if he does but ſee good proof that God 
* requires him him to uſe that certain rite or 
ceremony, tho' in his eyes it be ever ſo 
nean, and tho he is not let into the Defign 
* of it, yet to refuſe compliance in ſuch a 
* caſe, is downright diſobedience, and a vio- 
© lation of God's authority, which is as cer- 


n- © tainly immorality, tho? of a different kind, 
ich WM “as the breaking what we uſually call a mo- 
vi ral ng 


rin It Kchbdent on thoſe who ſee this Rite, 
it, in a light much clearer than the main body of 
Chriſtians do, that they ſhew us ſome reaſon 
een why 277 ante ſhould be excluded from being 
theſß parties in a covenant, in which they had been 


Mea erer owned from its firſt being made with 
bY 4braham.— 


rec-iſht That they ſhew us a reaſon why the Jews 
were ſo lent about it, and made no complaints. 
tion That 
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That if we muſt £1 6 the Nabbinical 


accounts of proſelyting, why we may not ex- 


pect ſome more ſubſtantial reaſons for rejecting 
them in this particular? 


We expet likewiſe to be ſhewn what im- 
partments are made by Baptiſm to a grown per- 


ſon, that an infant! is not capable of receiving — — 


And er the _—_ infant children df 
Chriſtian parents may not be baptized now in 


virtue of the parent's profeſſion of his faith, 


as well as whole houſholds evidently were 


upon the faith of their head, in the apoſtolic 


Peer... 
And that if Baptiſm is an 8 Rite 


how it can be ſaid to be ſo, when not applied 
to. perſons who . profeſs the Chriſtian Reli- 


gion, till numbers of years after they have 


made ſuch Profeſſion 7 


And what is the true ſtandard of moral qua- 
lification for baptiſm ? or, that if adult-baptiſm 


is of ſo much importance, as to be an eſſential 


in the Chriſtian character; how it comes to be 


ſo di 28 a point? or, why Adult-Baptiſun, 


and Plunging were not more manifeſt.— 


Let it alſo be "nnd; that the ps of 
infants is not a proper inſtance of their parents 


profeſſing their faith in Cariſt, and as proper 
a eee on ee to be the Lord's, 
as 
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s that of Abraham's circumciſing his children 
and family, was of his faith in God, and in 


order that they might belicve; for tho' Abraham 
believed that he and his children, or family, 
might be circumciſed, yet his offspring or fa- 
mily were apparently circumciſed, that they 
might believe: ſo that the Chriſtian Poedobap- 
tif in baptizing his infant ſced, is manifeſtly 
conforming to the method in which men were 
originally taken into the covenant, —— * 


Once more, how plunging ſhould be looked 
upon as eſſential to Baptiſm, and of ſo much im- 
portance, when the cleareſt account given of 
it, will at leaſt admit of a different Senſe, 
without any abſurdity,and may be underſtood to 
ſprinkle or pour; as was the Baptiſm of the 
Maelites, and the Baptiſm of the Spirit? 


Theſe are ſome of thoſe things which ſhould 
be cleared up and explained to us, and would 
bid much fairer for Succeſs, than calling in 
queſtion the capacity or integrity of all that 
declare for infant-baptiſm. | 


But if upon the moſt labour'd enquiry, it 
cannot be ſhewn, that infants are leſs the care 
of heaven than in former ages, and that the 
Rite was never forbidden them, but probably 
was applied to them by John and the Diſciples 
of Jeſus, as well as by the bulk of Chriſtians 
in all ages. It muſt then ſhew too great freedom 
to burleſque and ridicule the practice ; and will 
diſcover an unpardonable- infolence to charge 

3 | the 
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the advocates of infant-baptiſm with ſelfiſh 
and temporary worldly views, as the reaſon of 
their attachment; for ſurely, they may have 
minds as well diſpoſed to bear reproaches, and 
to undergo ri et as thoſe of the Anti. 
poedobaptiſts perſuaſion! and from the taſte of 
the age, I cannot but think, that the ſerious 
Poedobaptiſt ſtands as much expoſed to the ſcoff 
and ſneer of men; for it is almoſt enough to 
give any thing a good grace, that it has any 


oddneſs or peculiarity in it,— 


STS "— 0 
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POSTSCRIPT 
| HAT has been offered, in the begin- 
ning of this Appendix, under the di- 
ſtinction of poſitive command and moral righte- 
ouſneſs or obligation, might be farther ſup- 
ported from what Mr. Burroughs has ſaid, p. 
10. where he aſſerts, © that it is a downright 
< abſurdity and contradiction, in its en na- 
e ture, to reject poſitive Inſtitutions on the ac- « , 
ce count of their being only ſubſervient to moral if « 
« purpoſes; for if they are at all ſubſervient, I me 
< that is a good reaſon why we ſhould obey 
* them.” And no doubt this is a juſt way ei- 
of treating poſitive inſtitutions. But then, 28 
how this ſhould ever be eſteemed a plaufible I rit 
reaſon tor neglecting them, when it is a d; rig 
right abſurdity and contradiction, in its own i an 

nature, to reject them on account of their be- 
ng only ſubſervient to moral purpoſes, 125 
WY" EY im- th 


PNA for INFANTS, 41 


difficult to make appear on the contrary, | 


one would be apt to conclude, that the diwn- 
right 1 and contradiction of the thing, 
would bid its ever becoming a ploufible rea- 
ſon, in the very ſame point of view, via. the 
abſolute neceſſity of the _ and the eee 
fuſerviency-9 ile other. 


The Ane citation 1 8 in 8 to lee, 


i fimes fantiments with Mr. BR; 


about 
and 


ve inſtitutions, where he is clear 
fied in his view of them: and 

am perſuaded with him, © that with reſpect 
« to external teſtimony, they ſtand upon the 


« ſame foot, as the doctrine to which they 


© refer.” p. $. for be that ſaid, I am the re- 
ſurrection and the life ! alſo faid; this do in re- 
nembrance of me; as often as ye eat this bread 
and drink: this cup, ſhew ye the Lord's death 
till be come, &c,—But V8 concluſion, p. 13. 
vs, © that if our Lord had been baptized 
* without his own conſent or knowledge, he 
* could not have been ſaid therein to have 
e fulfilled all righteouſneſs,” I take to be a 
mere quibble; for Mr. B. ſhould to the pur- 


poſe haye ſhewn, that our Lord's having been 


circumeiſed, was not a ling righteouſneſs, 
as well = his being plex or — that the 
rite of circumciſion, which was a fulfilling of 
righteouſneſs, was performed with his conſent 
and knowledge. 


Another obſervation might be a VIS. 


that Mr, B's firft di * relating to poli- 


tive 


wo 
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tive inſtitutions) lays lays the greateſt tres u 


pon 

dere . filling g all righteouſneſs; ' in his bein 
woke Jobn; of conſequence, the Pen 

belng — ü nuch de f ooked 'upon 


as a act of righteouſneſs in them. —- And yet, 


upon his on principles, advanced in his fe- 


cond Diſcourſe, this fulfilling of rigbteouſteſß 
has no very obvious foundation; for John had 
neither precept nor precedent for water-baptilm, 

no ſuch titing was ever practiſed among the 


Jes, and John came baptizing with no 


other credentials, but a private impulſe] he 
told the people indeed that God ent bim 10 
zaptie; but he wrought no miracle, 40 con- 


firm his miſſion.— So that how the Law and 


the Prophets were fulfilled by being baptized 
of John, if it had not been the antient ni. 
thod of admitting proſelytes by water-baptiſm, 
is yet to be accounted for And ſurely there 
muſt have been requiſite ſome more explicit 


rule, thania private impulſe, or ſuch an a 
phafis would not hade been laid: upon 


but our Lord's 'fulfilling''all righteo 25 5, fr, bf 
being baptized. of Jahn, muſt have a" refe- 
rence to the ſame doctrine he taught of him- 
ſelf, Matth. v. 17. Think not that I am cum 
Zo deftroy the Law''or the PROPHETS 7 Ian 


not come wed bans bue- Cn. n N al 
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The END. 


